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Examiner 


Art Unit 


Binh-An D. Nguyen 


3713 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1) Binh-An D. Nouven (examiner) . 


(3). 


(2) Joan Kluaer (applicant's representative) . 


(4). 


Date of Interview: 28 AuQust 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 33-46 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Llenaseta. (5.271.626) . 

Agreennent with respect to the claims f)\Z\ was reached. g)n was not reached. h)S N/A. 


Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Stieet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 


PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 


Interview Summary 


Paper No. 15 


immary of Record of Interview Requiremi 


Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview v^th regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Oflice action as specified in §§ 1 .111 , 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark OfHce will be based exclusively on the v^n-itten record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 


The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record Is itself 
Incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an Interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she v^ll do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record Is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
Interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation Is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview Is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary, 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient If the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/601,947 


Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Ms. Kluger has remarked on the differences between applicant's 
invention and Llenas rerefence, wherein applicant's key code generator randomly generates key codes and provides to 
them to a predetemnined number of viewers for accessing a separated networic game program; and Llenas' generated 
game clues is provided to the viewers to access a current TV game. The applicant has been suggested to officially 
submit an amendment along with remarks that clearly distinguish such features. Full consideration will be made in 
upon receiving applicant's response to the last Office action. 

Note, applicant's proposed amendment and remarks submitted prior to the interview is attached. 
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Docket No.: 1359-00 


3712 

Nguyen, B 
09/601,947 
August 9, 2000 
Nyborg, Morten 
METHOD AND DEVICE FOR 
ESTABLISHING CONTACT, BASED 

ON TELECOMMXJMCATIONS ConfinnationNo ■ 3879 

NETWORK, BETWEEN A SELECTION 
OF TV-VIEWERS AND AN ESTABLISHED 
: GAME PROGRAM Date: DRAFT 

THE ATTACHED AMENDMENT IS SUBMITTED FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES y 
ONLY AND IS NOT INTENDED TO BE MADE A PAJRT OF THE RECORD. CVoiT 

IF THERE IS A PROBLEM, CALL: 215-751-2357 

The infomiation contained in this fax communicarion Is transmitted by an attorney. It is privileged and confidential, intended 
only for the use of the mdividual or etjtity named above. If the reader of thi j message is not the intended recipient, you are 
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this fax eommunicaiion is strictly prohibited If this fa;; 
cotwmuni^on has been received in error, please immediately notify us by telephone. coUect if necessary, and renin) the original 
tnessflge to us at the above address by mail (we win reimVui« postage). Think you. 

Schnader Harrison Segal & Lewis lit 
NEW YORK PEBNSYLVANIA CALIFORNIA W*S H I M 6 t 0 H, D C NEWJER8EV 
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METHOD AND DEVICE FOR 
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NETWORK, BETWEEN A SELECTION 
OF TV-VIEWERS AND AN ESTABLISHED 
GAME PROGRAM 


Docket No.: 1359-00 
Confirmation No.: 3879 


Date: DRAFT 

For discussion 
purposes only. 
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AMENDMENT 

Commissioner for Patents 
Box 1450 

Alexaijdria, Virginia 22313-1450 
Sir: 

The following Amendment and Remarks are submitted for discussion purposes only 
and are not intended to be mnde a paH of the record. This document is a draft response to 
the Office Action mailed on May 15, 2003. An extension of time for one month to respond is 
requested. Please amend the present application without prejudice as follows: 


In the Claiboas 

33. (Currently amended) A method for announcing a key code to TV 

viewers via the screen of their TV set for use in establishing contact between selected 


PHDATA n3S947_2 


Received from < > at 8/25103 9:48:54 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] 


08/25/2003 


09:46 




NO, 764 


09/601,947 


DRAFT 


viewers and an established game program over a telecommunication network, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

generating said key code to include a plurality of descriptive elements, said key 
code being selected randomly among a predetermined number of different key codes; 

transnutting said key code elements in succession to said TV screens within a 
plurality of selected time slots located within a plurality of selected time units between 
a start and an end of a TV transmission which is at least one of a TV program and a 
TV commercial spot; and 

sele ciing said vie\verfl for connection to said game program as a function of a 
pr e d e termined number of v ie wers who by u s ing th e ko}^ cod e manage to e s tablish said 
contact. 

providing access to the game program by a predetermined number of viewers 
who have used the key code to establish said contact with the game program, 

34. (Previously added) The method of Claim 33, wherein said selection of 
said key code incorporates the use of an automatically operating selection device, 

35. (Previously added) The method of Claim 33, wherein said selection of 
said time slots incorporates the use of an automatically operating selection device. 

36. (Previously added) The method of Claim 33, wherem at least one of a 
duration of a time slot and a position of a time slot within a time unit is selected at 
random. 
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37. (Previously added) The method of Claim 36, wherein said random 
selection is made by an automatically operating device. 

38. (Previously added) The method of Claim 33, wherein said viewer 
connection is made via one or more selected from the group consisting of a telephone 
network and a computer network. 

39. (Previously added) The method of Claim 33, wherein said descriptive 
elements each comprises one or more selected from the group consisting of symbols, 
numbers, and letters. 

40. (Currently amended) A system for announcmg a key code to TV 
viewers via the screen of their TV set for use in establishing contact between selected 
viewers and an established game program over a telecommunication network, said 
metfeed -system comprising the steps of: 

a key code generator for generating said key code to include a plurality of 
descriptive elements, said key code generator having means for selecting said key code 
randomly among a predetermined number of different key codes; 

a key code transmitter for transmitting said key code elements in succession to 
said TV screens within a plurality of selected time slots located within a plurality of 
selected time units between a start and an end of a TV transmission which is at least 
one of a TV program and a TV commercial spot; and 
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a line connector for connection of viewers to said game program who are 
selected as a fiinction of a predetermined number of viewers who by using the key code 
manage to establish said contact. 

41. (Currentiy amended) The system of Claim 40. wherein the kev 
code generator comprises an autom atically operating key code selection device w W^ 
meapj aro provided for accompUohing said oolcction of said key code automatically . 

42. (Currently amended) The system of Claim 40, wherein the kev 
code transmitter comprises an aiit omaticaliv op erating time slot selection 
co^onen nvh or oin mcanj; arc provided for accompl i^hii ig o c l o ction u f a me 
slots automaticall y. 

43. (Currenfly amended) The system of Claim 40, wherein the kev 
code transmitter comprises a time s election component that ^vhRrf.iTi mn-mr -^m pm,.},!,. ] 
fef-seteetiflg randomly selects at least one of a duration of a time slot and a position of 
a time slot within a time uni t at random . 

44. (Currently amended) The system of Claim 43, wherein the key 
code transmitter compri.ses an automatic aUy operating time slot selection component for 
randomly selecting at least one of a durat ion of a time slot and a position of a time «lnt 
within a time unit w herein moonj arc pro^gdod for maldng gaid rand u m i ^c l ca i u u 
a utomatioa lly. 

45. (Previously added) The system of Claim 40, wherein said viewer 
connection is- via a telephone network and a computer network or both. 


4 

Received from < > at 8125103 9:48:54 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] 


PHDATA 1135947 2 


08/25/2003 09:46 



NO. 764 [?006 


09/601,947 

46. (Previously added) The system of Claim 40, wherein said descriptive 
elements each comprises one or more from the group consistiiig of symbols, numbers, 
and letters. 

47. (New) ^he method for annonjacipg a key code of claim 33 wherein the key 
code is a PC related data path or telephone number. 

48. (New) The system for ajanouncing a key code of claim 40 wherein the key code 
is a PC related data path or telephone number. 
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Remarks 

Claims 33-46 are pending. Claims 33, 40^ have been amended and new claims 
47 and 48 are added. 

35 U,S.C, §112 Rejectioiis 
Claim 40 has been amended to clarify that it is directed toward a system. 
Claims 41-44 have been amended to clarily the claims. 

35 U.S.C. §102 Reiections 

j 

Claims 33^6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by Llenas, 

et al 

j As noted in previous responses, but in way of further explanation, Llenas does not 

teach transnutting key code elements in time units within TV program or commercials. In 
fact, Llenas teaches away from using TV time or commercial time. (col7, lines 45-49, coL2, 
lines 45-64). Llenas explains the disadvantage of using TV or commercial time for games as 
follows: 

One drawback to such a television game, however, is 
inherent in the use of television air time as a means to 
convey a message. Television air time is typically very 
expensive. (coL 2, lines 45-48) 

The taped clues 72 cannot be read or viewed except 
through the detection device 70 such that the display of the 
clues must necessarily occur during program and 
commercial breaks, after the detection signals have been 
detected. (coL7, lines 45-49) 
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Llenas merely discloses finding black spaces between TV programs and commercials and 
inserting clues in the black spaces. 


Applicant maintains, as has been previously presented to the Patent Office, that this is not the 
same as Applicant's claimed TV and conmiercial time. In fact, Llenas does not mention 
commercial time as a possible time slot. Applicant's claimed random insertion of a key code 
into TV program and commercial spots is not disclosed by Llenas (p,l, lines 35-35 and p.2, 
Unes 15-20), 

The Examiner considers "game clues" analogous to a "key code generator" (office 
action paragraph 5, Ime 3). The two items are not analogous, and therefore, Llenas does not 
disclose Applicant's claimed key code generator. The claimed key codes are used to access a 
game - they are not themselves game clues. In Llenas' FIG. 4a, game clues are provided on a 
TV screen within a TV program, and then a telephone number is given that a viewer can call 
with the solution to the game. The game of the claimed present invention is not viewed within 
a TV program. The game is contained in a game program on a computer to which a viewer 
must gain access by a computer or telephone, or other telecommunications system (present 
invention, FIG. 2, part 21). In other words, the claimed invention requires entering a key 
code to establish contact with a computer that stores the game clues, (p.5, lines 2-5). In 
Llenas, the actual game is presented on the TV. 

Even if game clues were in some way analogous to a key code, they differ because in 
the claimed invention the viewer obtains the entire key code (the solution) over a period of 


The Examiner notes that Llenas teaches using time slots during regular programming. 
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time, whereas Llenas provides limited "clues*' that a viewer must analyze to find a solution. 
Further more, Llenas' clues do not provide access to anything. To the contrary, the claimed 
invention's key code provides access to a game. The claimed invention provides individual key 
code elements that are transmitted so that a viewer must compile them over a period of time to 
generate the entire key code, thereby enabling the viewer to access a game. Additionally, 
Henas* clues are taped (coL7, lines 45-49), not generated randomly as the claimed key code. 
Applicant's claimed randomly generated key code is clearly not analogous or used in the same 
manner as Llenas' clues. 


The claimed random selection of Applicant's key code (p.l, lines 33-34) is important 
because it prohibits viewers from sitting in readiness to dial a particular number (p,2, lines 4- 
9). The automatic selection of key codes further prevents employees jBrom taking advantage of 
knowing the code (p.2, lines 29-33). Numerous people may have advanced access to Llenas' 
game and a telephone number, and therefore, the ability to compete at an unfair advantage. 

Applicant claims access to only a predetermined number of viewers (p.2, lines 10-12). 
Llenas does not disclose a way to limit access to the game. 

In summary, Llenas does not disclose random generation of key codes, transmitting 
key codes during TV or commercial time slots, nor providing access to a limited number of 
viewers. Therefore, Llenas does not disclose Applicant's claimed invention. 
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In light of the foregoing, we submit that the entire application is in condition for 
allowance, which is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP 


By: 

Joan T. Kluger 
Registration No. 38,940 
1600 Market Street, Suite 3600 
Philadelphia, Pemxsylvania 19103 
Telephone: 215-751-2357 
Facsimile: 215-751-2205 
E-mail: jkluger@schnader.com 
Attorneys for Applicant 

Dated: 
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